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DETAILED ACTION 

Election/Restrictions 

Applicant's election without traverse of Group II (claims 15-41) in the reply filed 
on May 9, 2009 is acknowledged. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 15-41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 15 recites in line 4, "constituted by". It is not clear whether this is 
comparable to -comprising — (which can include other elements) or -consisting of— 
(which excludes all other elements) or -consisting essentially of-. 

Claim 15, line 29, "characterized in that in combination:". The language "in 
combination" is confusing as to what is being referred and should be deleted. 

Claim 15, line 36, recites "the non-convergent global test volume". The claim 
lacks antecedent basis for "the non-convex". 
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Claim 16, line 6, recites "at each occurrence". It is not clear as to what 
occurrence is being referred. 

Claim 16, lines 9-14, recites "a transducer system comprising...." It appears 

that this transducer is the same as the transducer referred to in claim 15, line 26, but 
this is not reflected in claim 16. 

Claim 16, line 15, recites "characterized in that in combination:". The language "in 
combination" is confusing as to what is being referred and should be deleted. 

Claim 16, line 17, recites "[and in particular super-paramagnetic micro-granules 
(spj)[". It is not clear whether or not the recitation within the brackets are limiting the 
claim. 

Claim 24, line 3, recites "an annular sealing tongue". It is not clear as to the 
structure of this limitation (shape, configuration). 

Claim 26, line 1 , recites "characterized in that a sampling needle is adapted in a 
sealed...". It is not clear whether or not "characterized" is equivalent to "further 
comprising". Also it is not clear as to what "adapted in" means. (It should be deleted). 

Claim 26, lines 4-5, recites "on the side of the permeable upstream front face". 
The claim lacks sufficient antecedent basis for "the side". (An element has multiple 
sides, and thus it is not clear as to which side is being referred.) 

Claim 27, line 4-5, recites "on the side of the permeable upstream front face". 
The claim lacks sufficient antecedent basis for "the side". (An element has multiple 
sides, and thus it is not clear as to which side is being referred.) 
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Claim 29, lines 3-4, recites "this sensor being of the type formed by". It appears 
that Applicant intends for the language subsequent to this recitation to recite specifics 
regarding elements recited in claim 15, as opposed to additional elements. However 
claim 29 does not appear to be reciting this. 

Claim 29, line 5, recites "a multi-stage reactor tube". It is not clear as to what 
"multi-stage" means. 

Claim 29, line 24, recites "such as". It is not clear whether or the language 
subsequent to this recitation is limiting the claims. 

Claim 29, line 30, recites "characterized in that in combination:". The language "in 
combination" is confusing as to what is being referred and should be deleted. 

Claim 30, line 3, recites language within brackets and it is unclear whether or not 
the claim is limited to this recitation. 

Claim 30, line 5, recites "comprising the combination between". While the term 
"comprising" is used, the subsequent recitations however include elements that are 
recited in claim 15. That is, it appears that Applicant intends for some of the subsequent 
language are further limiting the elements recited in claim 15, as opposed to adding 
limitations to claim 15. However, claim 30 does not reflect this. 

Claim 30, line 23, recites "after activation". However it is not clear as to what is 
activated. 

Claim 31, line 3, recites language within parentheses. It is not clear whether or 
not this language is limiting the claims (or is an alternative limitation). 
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Claim 31, line 8, recites "of which". It is confusing as to what Applicant means 
here, and it should be deleted. (It is not clear as to what is being referred. The sensor?) 

Claim 32, line 2, recites "an independent device". It is not clear from what the 
device is independent. 

Claim 32, line 4, recites "comprising the combination between". While the term 
"comprising" is used, the subsequent recitations however include elements that are 
recited in claim 15. That is, it appears that Applicant intends for some of the subsequent 
language are further limiting the elements recited in claim 15, as opposed to adding 
limitations to claim 15. However, claim 32 does not reflect this. 

Claim 32, line 6, recites language within parentheses. It is not clear whether or 
not this language is limiting the claims. 

Claim 32, line 21 , recites "after activation". It is not clear as to what is activated. 

Claim 33, line 2, recites "an independent device". It is not clear from what the 
device is independent. 

Claim 33, line 4, recites "comprising the combination between". While the term 
"comprising" is used, the subsequent recitations however include elements that are 
recited in claim 15. That is, it appears that Applicant intends for some of the subsequent 
language are further limiting the elements recited in claim 15, as opposed to adding 
limitations to claim 15. However, claim 33 does not reflect this. 

Claim 33, line 6, recites language within parentheses. It is not clear whether or 
not this language is limiting the claims. 
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Claim 33, lines 19-20, recites in bracket "such as". It is not clear whether or not 
this language is limiting the claims. 

Claim 34, line 7, recites "after activation". It is not clear as to what is activated. 

Claim 33, line 1 , recites "further provided with". However the subsequent 
language include elements that are recited in claim 15. That is, it appears that Applicant 
intends for some of the subsequent language are further limiting the elements recited in 
claim 15, as opposed to adding limitations to claim 15. However, claim 33 does not 
reflect this. 

Claim 36, line 5, recites the carousel". The claim lacks sufficient antecedent basis 
for this limitation. 

Claim 36, lines 5-6, recites "the top". It is not clear as to what top is being 
referred. (The top of what?) 

Claim 37, line 4, recites in parentheses "such as". It is not clear whether or not 
this language is limiting the claims. 

Claim 37, line 2, recites "characterized in that it further includes". However the 
subsequent language include elements that are recited in claim 15. That is, it appears 
that Applicant intends for some of the subsequent language are further limiting the 
elements recited in claim 15, as opposed to adding limitations to claim 15. However, 
claim 37 does not reflect this. 

Claim 38 depends from claim 1, which has been canceled. Thus it is unclear 
what claim 38 encompasses. 
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Claim 38, line 2, recites "comprising the characteristic combination between". 
While the term "comprising" is used, the subsequent recitations however include 
elements that are recited in claim 15. That is, it appears that Applicant intends for some 
of the subsequent language are further limiting the elements recited in claim 15, as 
opposed to adding limitations to claim 15. However, claim 38 does not reflect this. 

Claim 39, Iine2, recites "further comprises". However the subsequent recitations 
however include elements that are recited in claim 15. That is, it appears that Applicant 
intends for some of the subsequent language are further limiting the elements recited in 
claim 15, as opposed to adding limitations to claim 15. However, claim 39 does not 
reflect this. 



Allowable Subject Matter 

Claim 15 would be allowable if rewritten or amended to overcome the rejection(s) 
under 35 U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action. 

Claims 16-41 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection(s) under 
35 U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to include all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 



Conclusion 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to ANN Y. LAM whose telephone number is (571)272- 
0822. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Thurs. 9-7:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mark Shibuya can be reached on 571-272-0806. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Ann Y. Lam/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1641 



